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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This communication is responsive to an amendment filed 7/26/04. 

12. 

2. Claims 1-22 are pending in this application. Claims 1 , 14, 18, 25, 38, 42, 49, 62 
and 66 are independent claims; and, claims 1,4-8, 14, 18, 25, 28-33, 38, 42, 46, 49, 52- 
57, 62, 66 and 70 have been amended. This action is made Final. 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. Claims 1-4, 25, 26, 28, 49, 50 and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Keller et ai. ("Keller") in view of Kurashina et al. ("Kurashina"). 

As per claim 1, although Keller teaches a method for operating a data processing 
system, the method comprising receiving a writeable media into a drive system that is 
coupled to the data processing system or DPS, receiving an instruction to write or erase 
first data on the writeable media and receiving through a GUI a command to eject the 
writeable media from the drive system (fig. 2; col. 5, lines 1-13), Keller does not 
explicitly disclose that upon the command to eject the writeable media from the drive 
system, the DPS writes or erases the first data on the writeable media. Kurashina 
teaches upon the command to eject the writeable media from the drive system, the DPS 
writes or erases the first data on the writeable media (col. 1 1 , lines 56-58; col. 1 2, lines 
7-9). Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
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include Kurashina's teaching of writing or erasing the first data on the writeable media 
upon the command to eject to Keller's teaching of writing or erasing the first data on the 
writeable media and receiving through a GUI a command to eject the writeable media 
from the drive system to prevent data from accidentally being cleared. 

As per claim 2, the modified Keller teaches a method for operating a data 
processing system, the method wherein the writeable media is an optical disc 
(Kurashina: Abstract; figs. 1(A-D)). 

As per claim 3, the modified Keller teaches a method for operating a data 
processing system, the method wherein the optical disc is a CD-R disc or CD-RW disc 
or DVD disc (Keller: col. 25, lines 1-14; Kurashina: figs. 1(A-C)). 

As per claim 4, the modified Keller teaches a method for operating a data 
processing system, the method wherein the writeable media is blank when the receiving 
of the writeable media is performed (Kurashina: fig. 1A). 

Claims 25 and 49 are individually similar in scope to claim 1 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 26 and 50 are individually similar in scope to claim 2 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 28 and 52 are individually similar in scope to claim 4 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. Claims 5, 9-11, 14, 18-23, 27, 29, 33-35, 38, 42-47, 51, 53, 57-59, 62 and 66-71 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Keller et al. ("Keller") in 
view of Kurashina et al. ("Kurashina"). 

As per claim 5, although the modified Keller teaches a method for operating a 
data processing system, the method comprising displaying on a display device coupled 
to the DPS, a prompt to a user with at least two selectable options which allow a user 
to: (1) eject the writeable media or (2) use the writeable media (Keller: fig. 2; col. 5, lines 
13-44; buttons 53-63), the modified Keller does not explicitly disclose automatically, in 
response to the inserting, a prompt to a user with at least two selectable options. Official 
Notice is taken that prompting a user with selectable options upon inserting a writeable 
media is well known in the art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan at 
the time of the invention to include prompting a user with selectable options upon 
inserting a writeable media to the modified Keller's teaching of prompting a user with 
selectable options concerning the use of a writeable media in order to provide a user 
friendly help system that coach users to the next conclusive step or that notifies users of 
available options. 

As per claim 9, the modified Keller teaches a method for operating a data 
processing system, the method wherein if the use selectable option is selected, creating 
automatically, in response to the use selectable option being selected, a data file on a 
storage device which is coupled to the DPS prior to writing data to the writeable media 
(Keller: col. 12, lines 37-42). 
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As per claim 10, the modified Keller teaches a method for operating a data 
processing system, the method wherein the data file represents an entire capacity of the 
writeable media (Keller: col. 12, lines 37-42). 

As per claim 1 1 , the modified Keller teaches a method for operating a data 
processing system, the method wherein the data file represents a data cache for the 
writeable media (Keller: col. 12, lines 37-42; before being saved onto a compact disc, 
such as a CD-R or CD-RW, the data is saved in data storage as files where the digital 
files represents a sort of data cache that can be reviewed). 

Claim 14 is similar in scope to the combination of claims 4-5 and 9 and is 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 18 is similar in scope to the combination of claims 1 and 9 and is therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 19, 34, 43, 58 and 67 are individually similar in scope to claim 10 and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 20, 35, 44, 59 and 68 are individually similar in scope to claim 1 1 and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 21, 27, 45, 51 and 69 are individually similar in scope to claim 3 and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 22, the modified Keller teaches a method for operating a data 
processing system, the method comprising displaying automatically, in response to the 
receiving and on a display device coupled to the DPS, a prompt to a user with at least 
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two selectable options which allow a user to (1 ) eject the writeable media or (2) use the 
writeable media (Keller: fig. 2; col. 5, lines 13-44; buttons 53-63). 

As per claim 23, the modified Keller teaches a method for operating a data 
processing system wherein the creating follows after the user selects to use the blank 
writeable media (Keller: Abstract; fig. 2; col. 5, lines 1-38; Kurashina: fig. 1A). 

Claims 29 and 53 are individually similar in scope to claim 5 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 33 and 57 are individually similar in scope to claim 9 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 38 is similar in scope to the combination of claims 4-5 and 9 and is 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 42 is similar in scope to the combination of claims 1 and 9 and is therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 46 and 70 are individually similar in scope to claim 22 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 47 and 71 are individually similar in scope to claim 23 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 62 is similar in scope to the combination of claims 4-5 and 9 and is 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 66 is similar in scope to the combination of claims 1 and 9 and is therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 
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6. Claims 6, 7, 12, 13, 30, 31, 36, 37, 54, 55, 60 and 61 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Keller et al. ("Keller") in view of in view of 
Kurashina et al. ("Kurashina") as applied to claims 2, 26 and 50, and further in view of 
Moore et al. ("Moore"). 

As per claim 6, although the modified Keller teaches a method for operating a 
data processing system, the method comprising displaying on a display device coupled 
to the DPS, a prompt to a user with at least two selectable options which allow a user 
to: (1) eject the writeable media or (2) use the writeable media (Keller: fig. 2; col. 5, lines 
13-44; buttons 53-63), the modified Keller does not explicitly disclose displaying 
automatically, in response to the receiving of the writeable media and on a display 
device coupled to the DPS, an icon, displayed on a desktop interface of the DPS. 
Moore's background of the invention discloses a method for operating a data 
processing system, the method comprising displaying automatically, iri response to the 
inserting and on a display device coupled to the DPS, an icon, displayed on a desktop 
interface of the data processing system (col. 1, lines 17-26). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include The modified Keller's 
method of displaying automatically, in response to the. inserting and on a display device 
coupled to the DPS, a context menu of the writeable media to Moore's method of 
displaying automatically, in response to the inserting and on a display device coupled to 
the DPS, an icon, displayed on a desktop interface of the DPS in order to provide users 
with quicker access to often used functions or applications. 
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As per claim 7, the modified Keller teaches a method for operating a data 
processing system, the method wherein the icon may be directly used through the GUI 
to write data on the writeable media (Moore: col. 1, lines 17-26; Keller: fig. 1). 

As per claim 12, the modified Keller teaches a method for operating a data 
processing system, the method wherein the icon is directly used by a method which 
includes one of (a) dragging and dropping of at least an icon onto the icon, or (b) 
copying and pasting the at least an icon onto the icon (Moore: col. 1 , lines 17-26). 

Claims 30 and 54 are individually similar in scope to claim 6 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 31 and 55 are individually similar in scope to claim 7 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 36 and 60 are individually similar in scope to claim 12 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 37 and 61 are individually similar in scope to claim 13 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 13, although the modified Keller teaches a method for operating a 
data processing system, the method wherein the comprises a plurality of icons on the 
interface, a storage device coupled to the data processing system and data files, the 
modified Keller does not explicitly disclose the use of icons to represent storage 
devices, data files and subdirectories on a desktop interface. Official Notice is taken that 
the use of icons to represent storage devices, data files and subdirectories on a desktop 
interface are well known in the art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan 



Application/Control Number: 09/757,406 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2174 

at the time of the invention to include the use of icons to represent storage devices, data 
files and subdirectories on a desktop interface to the modified Keller's teaching of a 
plurality of icons on the interface, a storage device coupled to the data processing 
system and data files in order to provide users with a visual representation that closely 
relates to the item that it represents. 

7. Claims 8, 15-17, 32, 39-41, 56 and 63-65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Keller et al. ("Keller") in view of Kurashina et al. ("Kurashina") 
as applied to claims 5, 14, 29, 38, 53 and 62, and further in view of Moore et al. 
("Moore"). 

As per claim 8, although the modified Keller teaches a method for operating a 
data processing system, the method comprising displaying automatically, in response to 
the inserting and on a display device coupled to the DPS, a context menu of the 
writeable media (Keller: fig. 1; col. 5, lines 9-13), the modified Keller does not explicitly 
disclose displaying automatically, in response to the receiving of the writeable media 
and on a display device coupled to the DPS, an icon, displayed on a desktop interface 
of the DPS. Moore's background of the invention discloses a method for operating a 
data processing system, the method comprising displaying automatically, in response to 
the inserting and on a display device coupled to the DPS, an icon, displayed on a 
desktop interface of the data processing system (col. 1, lines 17-26). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include the modified 
Keller's method of displaying automatically, in response to the inserting and on a display 
device coupled to the DPS, a context menu of the writeable media to Moore's method of 
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displaying automatically, in response to receiving of the writeable and on a display 
device coupled to the DPS, an icon, displayed on a desktop interface of the DPS in 
order to provide users with quicker access to often used applications. 

Claims 15, 32, 39, 56 and 63 are individually similar in scope to claim 8 and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 16, the modified Keller teaches a method for operating a data 
processing system wherein the icon is displayed on a desktop interface of the DPS and 
wherein the icon may be directly used to write data onto the blank writeable media 
(Moore: col. 1, lines 17-26; Keller: fig. 1). 

As per claim 17, the modified Keller teaches a method for operating a data 
processing system wherein the icon is displayed before formatting of the blank writeable 
media (Keller: col. 14, line 66 through col. 15, line 60; described is an initial view 
wherein users may press button 59, causing the compact disc recorder to enter a write 
compact disc mode). 

Claims 40 and 64 are individually similar in scope to claim 16 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 41 and 65 are individually similar in scope to claim 17 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

8. Claims 24, 48 and 72 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Keller et al. ("Keller") in view of Kurashina et al. ("Kurashina"). 

As per claim 24, although the modified Keller teaches a method for operating a 
data processing system, the method wherein the storage device is a disk drive for the 
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DPS and contains an operating system for the DPS (Keller: col. 11, lines 17-43), the 
modified Keller does not explicitly disclose the drive to be a boot drive. Official Notice is 
given that a method wherein the storage device is a boot drive is well known in the art. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
include a method wherein the storage device is a boot drive to the modified Keller's 
method wherein the storage device is a disk drive in order to provide users with a 
method of selecting a drive to be the default drive that automatically loads the operating 
system when the computer is turned on. 

Claims 48 and 72 are individually similar in scope to claim 24 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-72 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Inquires 

11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Examiner Le Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4068. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 7:00 am to 
3:30 pm (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid, can be reached on (703) 308-0640. 

The fax numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned are as follows: 

(703) 872-9306 [Official Communication] 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 



LVN 

Patent Examiner 
November 18, 2004 
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